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From another point of view the movement may be said to
mark a new conjunction of forces, that of nationalism, hitherto
identified rather with the Republican democracy of Michelet,
Quinet and Gambetta, with Catholic authoritarianism, hitherto
identified with the timid foreign policy of Bourbon and
Orleanist, Radicalism now becoming international in its outlook
while the members of the Church Universal see in a temporal
State the sole object of their allegiance. The reasons for this
apparently strange reversal are not really far to seek: nation-
alist democracy and pacifist conservatism were historical
accidents which had become an anachronism by 1870. Only
the need for self-defence drove the Revolution to bellicism and
conquest, and created the legend, dear to Michelet's heart,
of freedom established in Europe by the force of French arms ;
this tradition could not withstand the cold realities of 1848 ;
it disappeared, as we saw, from the Republican philosophy
of the sixties and survived only in a few old-time Radicals, of
whom Clemenceau was probably the last. On the other hand,
Throne, Altar and Army formed a trinity on which all con-
servatism must rest, and if restored Bourbon and Orleanist
eschewed a policy of European interventionism, it was only
because of the practical difficulty that the only causes for
which Monarchy could draw the sword were profoundly
indifferent to a public opinion which only the slogan of
nationality could thrill. The Second Empire soon restored
the orthodox inseparability of authoritarianism, clericalism and
bellicism. The realignment of forces which the Dreyfus affair
crystallized was thus but the return to normal.
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